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REMARKS,  &c. 


In  his  explanation  of  the  Apocalypse,  Swedenborg  dwells,  at 
some  length,  upon  the  doings  of  the  dragon.  That  whole  book 
refers,  in  its  spiritual  sense,  to  the  spiritual  decay  of  the  first 
Christian  Church,  and  the  coming  of  the  New  Jerusalem.  And 
in  all  that  relates  to  the  dragon,  —  his  anger  at  and  persecution 
of  the  “  woman  clothed  with  the  sun,”  “  and  his  war  upon  her 
seed,”  —  we  have  in  the  internal  sense  a  picture  of  the  as¬ 
saults  of  those  who  hold  to  the  doctrine  of  “  Salvation  by  Faith 
alone,”  against  the  New  Church.  We  are  also  beginning  to  see 
them,  not  in  a  picture  ;  and,  as  the  reality  comes  before  us, 
it  confirms  those  explanations  of  Swedenborg,  with  somewhat  of 
the  testimony  of  a  fulfilled  prophecy.  For  it  is  impossible  to 
read  the  assaults  now  made  by  this  Professor  in  the  Seminary  at 
Bangor,  without  remembering  those  passages.  His  book  is, 
indeed,  a  loud  and  mournful  cry  of  the  suffering  dragon.  From 
the  caverns  where  it  dwells,  from  the  dark  chambers  of  the 
desolated  Church  in  which  “Faith  alone”  reigns  and  destroys, 
this  voice  comes  forth  ;  doubtless,  its  echoes  will  be  prolonged, 
and  it  will  come  to  us  from  distant  points,  again  and  yet  again. 

Let  it  not  be  understood  that  we  are  accusers  of  Dr.  Pond. 
We  have  no  acquaintance  with  him  but  from  his  book,  and  know 
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nothing  of  his  personal  character.  From  this  book,  alone, 
we  infer  his  belief  that  he  has  done  his  duty.  We  suppose  he 
thinks  he  has  made  a  fair  book  ;  and  all  his  friends  and  sympa¬ 
thizers,  whom  he  persuades  to  believe  just  what  they  believed 
before,  will  think  so  too.  Nay,  for  ourselves,  we  think  that  he 
has  made  as  fair  a  book  as  such  a  man  could  write,  —  we  mean  a 
man  in  such  a  position  ;  holding  such  opinions,  prejudices,  and 
purposes,  and  seeking  his  purposes  by  such  means.  But  how 
fair  this  is,  we  will  now  proceed  to  consider. 

Let  us  begin  with  a  paragraph  in  page  284  : 

“  And  if  I  have  not  quoted  the  best  passages  in  Swedenborg,  so  neither 
have  I  the  worst.  Perhaps  some  of  my  readers  may  entertain  doubts  on 
this  point,  but  I  assure  them  it  is  the  truth.  There  are  passages  not  a  few 
in  Swedenborg’s  writings,  which  never  can  be  quoted  by  any  decent  com¬ 
mentator.  Indeed,  they  should  never  have  been  translated  into  English.  In 
translating  his  Diary,  Professor  Bush  has  found  passages  already  of  ‘  so 
gross  a  character,’  that  he  has  been  constrained  to  omit  them.  We 
approve  his  discretion.  Well  had  it  been,  not  only  for  the  honor  of  Swed¬ 
enborg,  but  for  the  sensibilities  of  readers,  if  previous  translators  had  been 
as  wise.” 

Now,  the  purpose  of  this  paragraph  is  to  prove  that  Sweden¬ 
borg’s  writings  contain  many  passages  too  indecent  for  quotation  ; 
and,  to  prove  this,  he  cites  an  admission  to  that  effect  by  Profes¬ 
sor  Bush,  assuring  his  readers  by  his  inverted  commas,  which  are 
the  marks  of  verbal  quotation,  that  he  gives  the  very  words  of 
Professor  Bush.  This  case  occurs  not  in  the  works  of  Sweden¬ 
borg  published  by  himself,  but  in  the  private  Diary  found  among 
his  manuscripts  ;  it  refers  to  an  instance  which  it  was  permit¬ 
ted  to  Swedenborg  to  witness,  that  he  might  know  the  enormous 
and  fearful  sins  committed  by  those  who  are  confirmed  in  the 
love  of  adultery  ;  all  which  is  obvious  to  any  reader.  Now,  com¬ 
pare  with  the  reference  to  Professor  Bush,  and  the  quotation 
from  him,  his  very  words:  “This  section  is  omitted  in  the  trans¬ 
lation,  from  the  peculiar  and  somewhat  gross  character  of  the 
details  which  it  contains,  relating  to  the  enormities  committed 
under  this  adulterous  persuasion.  We  shall,  probably,  insert  the 
criginal,  in  an  appendix  to  the  volume.”  Dr.  Pond  speaks  of 
“  passages  there  is  however,  but  this  one,  concerning  which 
Professor  Bush  makes  this  remark,  and  he  omitted  no  other  on 
any  similar  ground. 

But  let  us  see  how  he  deals  with  Swedenborg  himself.  Turn- 
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ing  over  the  leaves  in  which  he  quotes  from  his  works,  we  hit 
upon  page  84.  The  first  paragraph  is  as  follows  : 

“  It  is  said  of  Manasseh,  that  ‘  when  he  was  in  affliction,  he  besought  the 
Lord  his  God,  and  humbled  himself  greatly  before  the  God  of  his  fathers.’ 
2  Chron.  33  :  12.  Ephraim  is  represented  as  having  been  brought  to  re¬ 
pentance  by  Divine  chastisements.  .Ter.  31  :  18.  The  same  also  was  the 
case  with  the  Psalmist.  ‘  Before  I  was  afflicted ,  I  went  astray  ;  but  now 
have  I  kept  thy  word.’  Ps.  119  :  67.  The  Ninevites  repented  at  the 
preaching  of  Jonah,  —  which  was  no  other  than  one  continued  peal  of  Di¬ 
vine  denunciation.  Yet  Swedenborg  lays  it  down  as  a  maxim,  ‘that  no  one 
is  reformed  by  threats  and  punishments,  because  they  force.’  ” 

This  paragraph  is  one  of  many  intended  to  shew  that  the 
teachings  of  Swedenborg  stand  in  direct  contradiction  to  those  of 
the  Bible.  Yet  we  can  hardly  imagine  —  and  we  do  not  envy  — 
the  state  of  mind  which  could  enable  any  reader  of  Swedenborg, 
—  even  Dr.  Pond  —  to  escape  from  the  conviction,  that  the 
whole  tenor  of  his  works  is  to  “  vindicate  the  ways  of  God  to  man,” 
to  illustrate  the  comforting  truth  that  “  whom  he  loveth  he  chas- 
teneth,”  and  to  reconcile  this  truth  with  the  principle,  that  fear 
and  sorrow  and  pain  alone  can  produce  no  real  reform  in  the 
character.  And  how  beautifully  these  truths,  which  Dr.  Pond 
regards  as  wholly  irreconcilable,  come  together  as  one  in  the 
light  of  the  New  Church!  For  when  sin  stands  rebuked  be¬ 
fore  the  awful  presence  of  its  effect,  and  lust  shrinks  and 
dies  in  the  iron  grasp  of  pain,  and  sorrow  has  dimmed  the  de¬ 
ceitful  colors  which  robe  the  pleasures  of  the  world,  and  fear  and 
distress  have  humbled  our  pride  and  abased  our  self-esteem,  then 
it  is  that  the  higher  and  holier  and  sanctifying  influences  of  the 
Spirit  find  room  and  entrance,  and  begin  to  do  that  work  of  re¬ 
generation,  which  alone  can  cause  a  genuine  reform. 

The  next  paragraph,  upon  the  same  page,  is  as  follows  : 

“  Our  Saviour  represented  it  as  exceedingly  difficult  for  a  rich  man  to  go 
to  heaven.  i  It  is  easier  for  a  camel  to  go  through  a  needle's  eye,  than  for  a 
rich  man  to  enter  into  the  kingdom  of  God.’  Luke  18  :  25.  But  Swedenborg 
says,  “  It  has  been  given  me  to  know  of  a  certainty,  that  the  rich  come  as 
easily  into  heaven,  as  the  poor and  he  goes  on  to  describe  the  manner  in 
which  the  rich  live  in  heaven,  ‘  excelling  all  others  in  opulence,  dwelling  in 
palaces,  and  enjoying  an  abundance  of  all  things  expedient  for  the  uses  of 
life.’  ” 

Here  Dr.  Pond  omits  one  essential  clause  in  the  paragraph  from 
which  he  quotes  ;  viz.,  “  heaven  is  for  all  who  live  the  life  of 
faith  and  love,  whether  they  be  rich  or  poor.”  Now  we  would 
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ask  Dr.  Pond  whether  he  thinks  this  doctrine  true  and  scriptu¬ 
ral  or  not ;  if  he  does  not,  we  should  be  glad  to  have  him  say 
so ;  if  he  thinks  it  is,  why  does  he  separate  some  words  of  Swe¬ 
denborg  from  those  in  the  context  which  shew  and  determine 
their  meaning,  and  then  quote  these  separated  words  to  prove 
that  Swedenborg  contradicts  the  Scripture  ?  There  is,  however,  a 
still  more  important  omission  ;  that  of  all  reference  to  the  fact 
that  Swedenborg  gives  the  spiritual  sense  of  these  texts.  The 
spiritually  rich  are  those  who  having  much  spiritual  wealth,  call 
it  their  own.  Like  the  rich  man  in  the  gospel,  “  they  have  kept 
the  commandments,”  and  ascribe  to  themselves  the  merit  of  their 
goodness  ;  or  they  have  acquired  many  knowledges  of  spiritual 
truth,  and  are  proud  of  their  gains  as  their  own  work.  They  do 
not  give  to  God  the  glory  ;  hut  they  claim  it  for  themselves,  and 
thus  even  good  and  truth  nourish  pride  and  self-love,  and  turn 
the  heart  from  God  the  giver,  and  are  perverted  into  evil  and 
falsehood  ;  and  it  is  against  the  “  rich”  in  this  sense,  that  the  de¬ 
nunciations  of  the  Scriptures  are  directed. 

The  next  paragraph  on  the  same  page  is  as  follows :  — 

“  Again  ;  our  Savior  decided  that,  ‘  in  the  resurrection,  they  neither  mar¬ 
ry,  nor  are  given  in  marriage,  but  are  as  the  angels  of  God  in  heaven.’  Mat. 
22:  30.  But  Swedenborg  everywhere  insists,  that  the  spirits  of  heaven  do 
marry  ;  and  not  only  marry,  but  have  children.”  — p.  85. 

We  are  compelled  to  deal  with  this  in  a  more  peremptory  man¬ 
ner.  The  assertion,  that  Swedenborg  teaches  that  “they  have 
children  ”  is  precisely  that  thing  which  is  the  exact  opposite  of  a 
truth.  Not  only  does  the  whole  system  of  Swedenborg  show 
conclusively,  that  it  is  only  in  the  natural  world  that  children  can 
be  born,  not  only  does  he  emphatically  and  repeatedly,  and  in 
the  plainest  terms,  assert  this,  but  the  very  note  of  Dr.  Pond 
to  this  passage,  and  a  reference  to  the  same  subject  in  a  subse¬ 
quent  page,  show,  as  we  are  compelled  to  think,  conclusively,  that 
he  knew  this. 

But  we  cannot  thus  dismiss  this  most  express  declaration,  that 
Swedenborg  “  everywhere  insists  that  the  spirits  of  heaven  do 
marry ;  and  not  only  marry  but  have  children .” 

Dr.  Pond  says,  in  the  4th  page  of  his  preface,  “  that  his  first 
object  was  to  collect  the  different  publications  of  Swedenborg 
and  his  followers,  and  to  give  them  an  attentive  perusal .”  He 
gives  a  list  of  the  books  submitted  to  this  attentive  perusal ;  and 
among  them  is,  “  Conjugial  and  Scortatory  Love,  1  vol.  8vo.” 
Now,  in  this  book,  No.  52,  page  52,  of  the  Boston  edition,  Swe- 
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denborg  speaks  as  follows  on  this  very  point,  having  before  assert¬ 
ed  the  fact  that  marriages  in  heaven  are  without  prolification. 
“  That  marriages  in  the  heavens  are  without  prolification,  but 
that  instead  of  this,  there  is  spiritual  prolification,  which  is  of 
love  and  wisdom,  is  because,  with  those  who  are  in  the  spiritual 
world,  the  third  (degree),  which  is  natural,  is  wanting,  and  this 
is  the  continent  of  spiritual  things,  and  spiritual  things  without 
their  continent  have  no  consistence  like  those  things  which  are 
procreated  in  the  natural  world  ;  also  spiritual  things,  considered 
in  themselves,  relate  to  love  and  wisdom  ;  wherefore  these  (love 
and  wisdom)  are  ivhat  are  from  marriages  in  the  heav¬ 
ens.” 

Another  of  the  works  which  is  expressly  enumerated  as  among 
those  to  which  Dr.  Pond  has  given  an  “  attentive  perusal  ”  is 
“  The  Divine  Love  and  Wisdom,  extracted  from  the  Apocalypse 
Explained.”  In  this  book,  on  the  66th  page,  Boston  edition,  the 
following  words  occur  :  “  He  who  is  acquainted  with  the  quality 
of  substances  in  the  spiritual  world,  and  with  the  respective  qual¬ 
ity  of  matters  in  the  natural  world,  may  easily  see  that  there  is 
not  given  any  procreation  of  angelic  minds,  except  in  those  and 
from  those  who  inhabit  the  earth,  the  ultimate  world  of  creation. 
....  With  the  angels  there  is  not  given,  neither  can  be  given, 
procreation,  and  thence  multiplication,  except  what  is  spiritual, 
which  is  that  of  wisdom  and  love.”  We  might  extend  our  quota¬ 
tions  much  farther;  but  these  are  quite  sufficient.  For  one  of 
two  things  is  certain  :  Dr.  Pond  has  not  read  these  books,  or  he 
has  read  them.  If  he  has  not  read  them,  and  attentively  too,  he 
has  told  respecting  them  a  distinct  and  deliberate  untruth  ;  more¬ 
over,  he  has  reproached  in  unmeasured  terms  a  system  and  books 
of  which  he  knows  only  detached  passages,  selected  for  him  or 
by  him  for  this  very  purpose ;  and  what  becomes  of  the  charac¬ 
ter  of  his  own  book,  not  to  say  his  own  character  ?  If  he  has 
read  these  books,  then  has  he  told  respecting  Swedenborg,  a  dis¬ 
tinct  and  positive  untruth.  We  cannot  but  regard  this  as  an 
outrage  ;  the  author  of  it  may  choose  either  horn  of  this  dilem¬ 
ma  ;  but  there  is  no  ingenuity  and  no  sophistry  which  can  ena¬ 
ble  him  to  escape  from  both. 

But  why  pursue  topics  of  this  kind.  Is  it  not  enough  to  give 
an  adequate  sample  ?  To  expose  and  answer  all  of  such  things, 
would  be  necessarily  to  make  a  book  much  larger  than  Dr. 
Pond’s ;  a  book  which  it  would  be  a  weariness  to  read,  and  pain¬ 
ful  to  write. 
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But  there  are  one  or  two  of  the  “  objections  ”  to  Swedenborg,  so 
illustrative  of  the  rest,  they  must  not  be  passed  wholly  by.  Many 
pages  are  devoted  to  Swedenborg’s  scientific  absurdities !  and 
some  of  these  passages  are  very  curious.  For  instance,  he  says, 

“  That  the  blood  undergoes  some  change  in  the  lungs,  Swedenborg  under¬ 
stood  ;  but  as  to  the  nature  and  cause  of  the  change,  he  entertained  the 
wildest  theories,  all  which  he  mixes  up,  as  usual,  with  his  spiritual  corre¬ 
spondences.  1.  ‘The  blood  purifies  itself  in  the  lungs  from  things  undi¬ 
gested,’  as  the  ‘chyle  collected  from  food  and  drink.’  ”  —  p.  148. 

Thus  the  first  among  these  “  wildest  theories,”  is  that  “  the 
blood  purifies  itself  in  the  lungs  from  things  undigested,”  as  the 
“  chyle  collected  from  food  and  drink.”  The  italics  are  the  Dr.’s 
own,  used  lest  the  absurdity  should  escape  notice.  The  word 
translated  “undigested,”  taken  in  connection  with  the  “chyle,” 
means  of  course  matter  inappropriate  to  the  system  and  to  be 
thrown  off;  and  it  is  true  that  Swedenborg  does  assert  in 
both  his  philosophical  and  his  theological  works,  that  the  blood 
so  purifies  itself.  Be  it  remembered  also,  that  in  his  day  mod¬ 
ern  chemistry  had  not  even  begun  to  exist ;  and  that  in  our  days 
a  great  result,  which  it  has  reached  through  many  and  difficult 
steps,  is  this  very  absurdity  !  This  “  wildest  theory  ”  of  Sweden¬ 
borg  is  the  very  point,  the  sum  and  substance  of  Liebig’s  Animal 
Chemistry  ;  for  that  whole  book  is  little  else  than  a  demonstra¬ 
tion  of  this  truth  and  of  the  principles  connected  with  it,  and  a 
carrying  of  them  out,  as  far  as  he  could,  to  their  consequences. 

So  in  page  146,  he  speaks  of  Swedenborg’s  “  profound  igno¬ 
rance  ”  about  the  “  atmospheres.”  It  would  be  amusing  to  ex¬ 
amine  all  he  says  about  this ;  but  one  sample  must  suffice.  He 
says, — 

“  If,  as  Swedenborg  assures  us,  and  that  too  on  the  authority  of  the  angels 
—  if  the  earth  is  a  product  of  the  sun's  atmosphere,  then  the  sun’s  atmosphere 
must  reach  to  the  earth  ;  or,  which  is  the  same,  the  earth’s  atmosphere  must 
reach  to  the  sun.  But  it  has  been  ascertained  that  the  earth’s  atmosphere 
actually  does  reach  not  more  than  from  forty  to  fifty  miles  above  the  earth’s 
surface.”  —  pp.  146,  147. 

Swedenborg  does  indeed  speak  of  “  atmospheres,”  and  of 
some  or  one  of  them  as  filling  the  planetary  spaces  ;  and 
the  science  of  his  day  knew  no  other  than  the  air  we  breathe. 
That  Swedenborg  was  also  aware  that  our  air  extends  but  a  short 
distance  from  the  earth,  we  may  suppose,  because  he  says  that 
very  thing  in  one  of  the  works  fo  which  Dr.  Pond  has  given  “  an 
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attentive  perusal.”  But  we  had  supposed  that  all  educated  men 
knew  now,  that  a  series  of  the  nicest  observations  upon  Encke’sand 
Biela’s  comets,  and  the  retardations  they  suffer,  have  recently  sat¬ 
isfied  the  most  eminent  philosophers  that  they  must  be  delayed 
by  passing  through  an  “  atmosphere  ”  of  some  kind,  which  in  all 
probability  fills  the  planetary  spaces.  And  thus  at  last  is  this 
interesting  fact  considered  as  established. 

So,  too,  he  has  a  sneer  for  what  Swedenborg  says  of  the  moon 
and  its  inhabitants.  Now  it  is  worth  a  passing  notice,  that  in  the 
Arcana,  published  ninety-six  years  ago,  Swedenborg,  after  de¬ 
scribing  the  peculiarities  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  moon,  says,  they 
arise  “  ex  causa  quia  Luna  non  simili  atmosphaera,  prout  aliae 
tellures,  circumfusa  est ;  ”  —  which  is,  literally  translated,  “  from 
the  cause  that  the  moon  is  not  surrounded  with  a  like  atmosphere 
as  other  earths.”  ’Now  will  Dr.  Pond  tell  us  by  what  means  Swed¬ 
enborg  was  able  then,  to  assert  this  interesting  fact  in  these  simple 
and  absolute  terms?  We  can  tell  him  that  in  a  number  of  Silli- 
man’s  Journal,  published  a  few  months  since,  he  will  find  an  able 
examination  of  the  observations  made  through  the  admirable  in¬ 
struments  of  modern  days,  which  have  now  first  settled  this 
question  ;  we  at  least  consider  it  settled,  although  we  are  aware  that 
some  —  a  very  few — scientific  men  have  still  their  doubts. 

Another  weighty  objection  is  thus  stated  :  “  Swedenborg  taught 
that  1  polygamy  is  no  sin  with  those  whose  religion  sanctions  or 
permits  it,’  —  neither  ‘with  those  who  are  in  ignorance  concern¬ 
ing  the  Lord.’  ”  And  Dr.  Pond  thereupon  vents  his  indignation 
at  some  length.  Now,  we  should  like  to  ask  Dr.  Pond  whether 
he  wrote  these  lines  before  the  Missionary  Convention  at  Bangor, 
where  Rev.  Dr.  Anderson,  a  very  high  officer  and  eminent  man 
in  the  Board  of  Missions,  expresses  himself  thus :  “  After  a  full 
consideration  of  the  subject  the  missionaries  came  to  the  conclu¬ 
sion,  that  the  sinfulness  of  polygamy  -was  not  so  clearly  taught  in 
the  New  Testament  as  to  make  it  a  test  of  exclusion.”  For  this, 
no  one  rebuked  him  or  the  missionaries  ;  and,  as  the  newspapers 
tell  us,  one  convert  from  heathenism,  at  least,  was  received  into 
the  church,  and  permitted  thereafter  to  retain  his  two  wives. 
Where  were  Dr.  Pond’s  objections  then  ?  nowhere  !  Yet,  how  much 
worse  than  absurd  it  is,  to  consider  the  missionaries  and  the  secretary 
right,  when  they  extend  the  license  to  a  professing  Christian,  — 
and  Swedenborg  dreadfully  wrong,  when  he  expressly  confines  it 
to  “those  who  are  in  ignorance  concerning  the  Lord.” 
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Among  other  “objections”  is  Swedenborg’s  mistake  as  to  the 
Hieroglyphics  of  Egypt.  Dr.  Pond  says,  — - 

“  The  system  of  Swedenborg  is  then  fully  committed  to  this  view  of  the 
hieroglyphics  —  the  view  which  prevailed,  perhaps  universally,  in  the  time 
of  Swedenborg  —  that  they  are  all  of  a  symbolical  or  enigmatical  character, 
each  one  representing  some  affection  or  truth.  But  unfortunately  for  the 
system,  the  hieroglyphics  have  since  been  deciphered.  The  handwriting  on 
the  monuments  and  tombs  of  the  ancient  Egyptians  has  been  read.  The 
investigation  reaches  back  to  very  ancient  times  —  to  a  period  earlier  than 
that  of  the  sojourn  of  the  Israelites  in  Egypt.  And  what  is  the  result! 
Champollion  assures  us,  that  by  far  the  greater  portion  of  the  Egyptian  hiero¬ 
glyphics  are  simple  alphabetical  characters.  There  is  no  more  enigma  or  mys¬ 
tery  about  them  than  about  our  own  A,  B,  C.”  —  p.  158. 

That  there  is  no  more  enigma  or  mystery  about  anything  con¬ 
nected  with  Egyptian  hieroglyphics,  than  about  our  own  A,  B,  C, 
is  a  very  strange  statement.  But  what  is  the  tvhole  amount  of 
what  Swedenborg  incidentally  says  about  them  ?  It  is,  that  they 
are  symbolic,  in  accordance  with  the  science  of  correspondence ; 
and  what  does  Champollion  say.  anxious  as  he  is  to  have  the  merit 
of  deciphering  them?  “The  alphabetical  signs  are  of  three 
kinds :  the  Demotic  (popular)  ;  the  Hieratic,  (sacred)  ;  and  Hie- 
roglyphic,  strictly  so  called .”  We  are  aware  that  nothing  on  this 
point  can  be  said  to  be  settled.  But  if  Dr.  Pond  will  examine 
into  what  various  recent  observers  and  writers  have  said  on  the 
subject,  he  will,  perhaps,  see  much  reason  to  believe  that  the  hie- 
roglyphic  system  may  be  familiarly,  but  not  inaccurately,  ex¬ 
plained  thus:  A  figure  of  a  lion  represents  for  instance,  first,  the 
letter  —  1  —  or  whatever  was  the  initial  letter  of  the  Egyptian  word 
for  lion  ;  next,  the  word  expressive  of  some  quality  suggested  by 
the  idea  of  a  lion,  as  strength  or  courage  ;  and  thirdly,  some 
symbolical  meaning,  to  which  the  discoverers  have  yet  no  clue. 
We  do  not  mean  to  give  a  full  account  of  what  is  known  of  hie- 
roglyphics,  for  that  would  require  us  to  go  to  our  books  again,  for 
which  we  have  not  time,  and  greatly  to  extend  our  remarks,  for 
which  we  have  not  space.  What  we  have  said  is  enough,  per¬ 
haps,  to  shew,  that  it  is  not  quite  so  certain  that  Swedenborg  was 
mistaken. 

Where,  however,  is  the  use,  we  ask  again,  of  pursuing  topics 
like  this?  We  lose  the  sense  of  the  ludicrous  in  its  painful  as¬ 
pect.  We  call  to  mind  the  fame  of  Swedenborg  in  his  own  day, 
and  the  general  admission  even  in  ours,  —  and  by  those  who  know 
nothing  of,  and  care  nothing  for,  his  religious  views,  —  that  in  his 
philosophy  and  science  he  not  only  embraced  all  that  could  be 
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known  then,  but  many  of  the  most  important  principles  and  facts 
which  have  since  been  discovered  :  and  then  we  contemplate  Dr. 
Pond,  writing  page  after  page  to  convict  him  of  gross  igno¬ 
rance  ! 

At  the  same  time,  let  it  not  be  supposed,  for  a  moment,  that 
we  believe  that  Swedenborg’s  science  has  no  limits  and  no  error. 
For  instance,  if  he  spoke  of  Saturn  as  the  farthest  from  the  sun, 
we  should  neither  know  nor  care,  except  as  a  matter  of  curiosity, 
whether  he  so  said  because  it  was  the  farthest  then  known,  or 
spoke  in  utter  ignorance  of  the  then  undiscovered  Uranus.  That 
his  vast  powers  and  acquisitions  have  always  merited  and  received 
the  admiration  of  those  who  could  appreciate  them,  is  an  inter¬ 
esting  and  a  certain  fact.  But  if  Dr.  Pond  supposes,  as  he  says 
or  intimates,  that  we  hold  all  his  scientific  statements  as  neces¬ 
sarily  true,  we  can  only  reply,  that  we  know  of  nothing  ever 
said  by  Swedenborg,  or  any  Swedenborgian,  to  justify  the  suppo¬ 
sition.  The  fact  is,  however,  that  Swedenborg  says  no  such  thing 
about  Saturn.  This  is  a  matter  of  no  great  consequence,  but  it 
has  to  us  a  peculiar  interest ;  because  it  gives  us  the  pleasure  of 
pointing  out  a  mistake  of  Dr.  Pond’s,  in  the  full  belief  that  it  is  an 
innocent  one,  which  belief  the  long  list  of  his  mistakes  very 
seldom  permits.  The  Dr.  says,  about  this  : 

“  Modern  science  has  discovered  that  the  planet  Herschel  is  about  eigh¬ 
teen  hundred  millions  of  miles  from  the  sun  ;  while  Saturn’s  distance  is 
not  more  than  nine  hundred  millions  of  miles.  But  Swedenborg  decides 
positively,  after  the  most  ample  means  of  information  in  the  spiritual  world, 
that  !  the  planet  Saturn  is  farthest  distant  from  the  sun  ;  ’  and  that  this  is 
the  reason  why  it  is  furnished  with  ‘  a  large  luminous  belt.’  ” 

This  statement  of  Swedenborg  is  quoted  from  the  common 
translation  ;  now,  this  is  wrong ;  the  very  words  of  Swedenborg 
being,  “  quia  longissime  a  sole  distat ;  ”  which  should  be  trans¬ 
lated,  “  because  it  is  very  far  from  the  sun.”  If  authority  for 
this  translation  is  needed  by  Dr.  Pond,  we  beg  to  refer  him 
to  Professor  E.  A.  Andrews’s  “  First  Latin  Book,”  Lesson 
xxxix.  note  2.  Besides,  Swedenborg  mentions  this  as  a  reason 
for  the  luminous  ring  around  Saturn.  Now',  that  Saturn  is  very 
far  from  the  sun,  the  source  of  light,  may  be  a  reason  for  an  ad¬ 
ditional  means  of  light  ;  but  that  no  planet  lies  beyond  Saturn, 
would  be  no  reason  at  all. 

So,  too,  he  has  a  fling  at  what  Swedenborg  says  of  a  people 
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of  uncommon  excellence,  living  in  the  centre  of  Africa,  to  whom 
a  revelation  was  made.  He  says  : 

“These  Africans  had  a  revelation  made  to  them,  ‘by  word  of  mouth’ 
from  the  angels,  almost  a  hundred  years  ago.  They  have  received,  at 
least,  three  of  the  ‘  four  leading  doctrines  of  the  New  Church  ;  ’  viz., 
those  concerning  the  Lord,  concerning  the  Word,  and  concerning  Life.  Of 
course,  they  have  abjured  idols  and  polygamy,  and  hold  the  doctrine  of  cor¬ 
respondences.  Though  these  people  live  in  the  interior  of  Africa,  still 
they  are  not  unknown  in  other  lands.  ‘  Foreigners  from  Europe,’  some¬ 
times  go  amongst  them,  especially  the  monks,  some  of  whom  they  have  sold 
into  slavery.  Such  is  the  account ;  and  now  I  ask,  is  it  credible  ?  Do  Swe- 
denborgians  themselves  believe  it!  ”  p.  239. 

Now,  if  be  will  look  upon  any  map  of  Africa,  or  of  the  world,  he 
will  see  that  in  the  centre  of  Africa  there  is  a  large  space,  of 
which  nothing  ivhatever  is  known.  No  mark  or  name,  of  town, 
or  mountain,  or  river,  is  put  there,  even  by  report  or  surmise ; 
and  there  is  no  other  such  place  in  the  world,  for  conjecture,  at 
least,  has  begun  to  fill  the  interior  of  Australia.  Swedenborg 
speaks  of  some  from  without,  who  have  penetrated  into  this 
region  ;  but  none  have  ever  returned.  Earnest  and  repeated 
have  been  the  efforts  to  reach  this  terra  incognita ,  and  very  many 
adventurers  have  perished,  but  the  desert,  and  the  plague,  and 
the  mysterious  powers  of  death,  hold  it  still  in  safe  keeping. 
Yet  Dr.  Pond  says  we  Swedenborgians  do  not  go  there,  “since 
it  could  only  be  to  demonstrate  the  falsehood  of  his  pretensions.” 
That  is,  we  do  not  ourselves  believe  Swedenborg,  because  we  do 
not  go  to  Africa  !  Perhaps,  when  we  have  done  all  that  needs 
to  be  done  for  those  around  us,  who  are  far  more  benighted, 
some  of  us  may  go  ;  but  we  feel  no  especial  call  in  that  di¬ 
rection,  that  I  am  aware  of,  at  present. 

One  of  the  passages  of  this  book,  which  has  pained  us  some¬ 
what,  is  that  about  infants.  To  expose  the  inconsistency  of 
Swedenborg,  Dr.  Pond  says  : 

“  Swedenborg  says,  in  one  place,  ‘  I  have  spoken  with  angels  concerning 
infants,  whether  they  are  pure  from  evils  because  they  have  no  actual  evil, 
like  adults  ;  but  it  was  told  me  that  they  are  equally  in  evil ;  yea,  that  they 
also  are  nothing  but  evil.’*  Yet,  in  other  places,  he  has  much  to  say 
respecting  the  innocence  of  infancy.  ‘  That  infants  are  innocences ,  is  known  ; 
but  that  their  innocence  flows  in  from  the  Lord  is  not  known.’  They  are 
so  innocent,  that  their  innocence  ‘  flows  out  of  them  into  their  parents.’ 
And  this  is  the  reason  why  mothers  delight  to  kiss  them,  and  ‘  rest  their 
mouth  and  face  upon  their  bosoms,’  and  ‘  stroke  their  naked  bodies  with 


*  Swedenborg  Library,  p.  80. 
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their  hands.’  Infants  are  so  innocent,  that  the  very  term,  ‘in  the  Word, 
signifies  innocence  ;  ’  and  the  angels  in  the  highest  heaven  appear  there  as 
naked  infants.*  Yet  the  angels  told  Swedenborg,  ‘  that  infants  are  equally 
in  evil  ’  as  adults,  and  also  that  ‘  they  are  nothing  but  evil.’  However  these 
different  representations  maybe  explained,  they  certainly  look  like  a  palpable 
contradiction.”  p.  170. 

Is  the  theology  of  the  Seminary  at  Bangor  such,  indeed,  that 
it  can  form  no  conception  of  a  doctrine  which  teaches,  that 
while  infants  are  full  of  all  evils  by  the  infirmity  of  their  nature 
and  the  tendencies  which  it  inherits,  they  are  shielded  and  pro¬ 
tected  from  their  unholy  power,  they  are  surrounded  and  filled 
with  influences  which  make  them  in  their  half-formed  and  un¬ 
uttered  thoughts,  their  unfledged  feelings,  and  their  budding 
lives,  very  innocences  ?  We  mourn  at  the  thought  that  it  is  so. 

Upon  page  211,  Dr.  Pond  quotes  a  passage  from  the  Koran, 
and  then  says, 

“  Swedenborg  admits  that  the  Mohamedan  religion  is  from  the  Lord  ;  and 
I  have  no  doubt  that  a  Swedenborgian,  who  had  no  acquaintance  with  the 
Koran,  on  hearing  the  above  passages  read,  would  suppose,  of  course,  that 
they  were  taken  from  the  work  on  ‘  Conjugial  Love.’  ” 

It  is  not  true  that  we  should  suppose  the  passage  to  be 
quoted  from  “  Conjugial  Love.”  But  the  more  important  ques¬ 
tion  is,  what  is  the  extent  and  what  are  the  grounds  of  Sweden¬ 
borg’s  admission.  Dr.  Pond  seems  to  us  to  intend  that  Sweden¬ 
borg  should  be  understood  as  placing  Mahometanism  on  a  par,  in 
this  respect,  with  Christianity.  Nosv  let  us  see  what  Sweden¬ 
borg  says  about  this,  all  of  which  Dr.  Pond  of  course  knew. 

“  That  the  merely  natural  man  confirms  himself  against  the 
D  ivine  Providence,  when  he  looks  at  the  Mahometan  religion, 
that  it  is  received  by  so  many  empires  and  kingdoms.  That  this 
religion  is  received  by  more  kingdoms  than  the  Christian  religion, 
may  bring  a  scandal  to  those,  who  think  concerning  the  Divine 
providence,  and  at  the  same  time  believe  that  no  one  can  be 
saved,  except  he  who  is  born  a  Christian,  thus  where  the  Word 
is,  and  the  Lord  is  known  by  it :  but  the  Mahometan  religion  is 
not  a  scandal  to  those  who  believe  that  all  things  are  of  the  Di¬ 
vine  providence  ;  they  inquire  wherein  it  is,  and  also  find  out  ;  it 
is  in  this,  that  the  Mahometan  religion  acknowledges  the  Lord  as 
the  Son  of  God,  the  wisest  of  men,  and  as  the  greatest  prophet, 
who  came  into  the  world  that  he  might  teach  men  :  the  greatest 


*  Conjugial  Love.  §5  395,  396.  Heaven  and  Hell,  §§  276 — 283. 
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part  of  them  make  Him  greater  than  Mahomet.  That  it  may  be 
fully  known,  that  that  religion  was  raised  up  of  the  Divine  prov¬ 
idence  of  the  Lord  for  destroying  the  idolatries  of  very  many  na¬ 
tions,  it  shall  be  told  in  some  order  ;  wherefore  first  concerning 
the  origin  of  idolatries.  Before  that  religion,  the  worship  of  idols 
was  common  in  the  whole  habitable  world  ;  the  reason  was,  be¬ 
cause  the  churches  before  the  coming  of  the  Lord  were  all  repre¬ 
sentative  churches :  such  also  was  the  Israelitish  church  ;  the 
tent  therein,  the  garments  of  Aaron,  the  sacrifices,  all  things  of  the 
temple  of  Jerusalem,  and  also  the  statutes,  were  representative  ; 
and  with  the  ancients  there  was  the  science  of  correspondences, 
which  is  also  that  of  representations,  itself  the  science  of  sci¬ 
ences,  especially  cultivated  in  Egypt;  hence  their  hieroglyphics; 
from  this  science  they  knew  what  animals  of  every  kind  signified  ; 
also  what  trees  of  every  kind,  as  also  what  mountains,  hills,  rivers, 
fountains  ;  and  also  what  the  sun,  moon,  and  stars  ;  and  because 
all  their  worship  was  representative,  consisting  of  mere  correspon¬ 
dences,  therefore  they  held  worship  upon  mountains  and  hills, 
and  also  in  groves  and  gardens  ;  and  therefore  they  consecrated 
fountains,  and  in  adorations  of  God  turned  their  faces  to  the  ris¬ 
ing  sun  :  and  moreover  made  sculptured  horses,  oxen,  calves, 
lambs,  yea,  birds,  fish,  serpents  ;  and  placed  them  at  home  and 
elsewhere  in  order  according  to  the  spiritual  things  of  the  church, 
to  which  they  corresponded,  or  which  they  represented.  They 
placed  like  things  also  in  their  temples,  that  they  might  recall  to 
remembrance  the  holy  things  which  they  signified.  After  a  time, 
when  the  science  of  correspondences  was  obliterated,  posterity 
began  to  worship  the  sculptures  themselves  as  in  themselves  holy  ; 
not  knowing  that  the  ancients,  their  parents,  saw  nothing  holy  in 
them,  but  only  that  according  to  correspondences  they  represent¬ 
ed  and  hence  signified  holy  things.  Hence  arose  the  idolatries, 
which  filled  the  whole  habitable  world,  as  well  Asia  with  the 
neighboring  islands,  as  Africa  and  Europe.  That  all  these  idola¬ 
tries  might  be  extirpated,  it  was  brought  about  of  the  Divine 
providence  of  the  Lord,  that  a  new  religion,  accommodated  to 
the  genius  of  the  orientals,  should  be  introduced  ;  in  which  there 
should  be  something  from  both  testaments  of  the  Word,  and  which 
should  teach  that  the  Lord  came  into  the  world,  and  that  he  was 
the  greatest  prophet,  the  wisest  of  all,  and  the  Son  of  God  :  this 
was  done  by  Mahomet,  from  whom  that  religion  is  called  the  Ma¬ 
hometan  religion.  This  religion  was  raised  up  of  the  Divine 
providence  of  the  Lord,  and  accommodated,  as  was  said,  to  the 
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genius  of  the  orientals,  to  the  end  that  it  might  destroy  the  idola¬ 
tries  of  so  many  nations,  and  give  some  knowledge  concerning 
the  Lord,  before  they  should  come  into  the  spiritual  world  ;  which 
religion  would  not  have  been  received  by  so  many  kingdoms,  and 
could  not  have  extirpated  the  idolatries,  unless  it  had  been  made 
conformable  to  and  on  a  level  with  the  ideas  of  the  thoughts  and 
life  of  them  alh” 

On  page  212,  occurs  the  following  passage : 

“  It  will  be  gathered  from  what  has  been  said,  that  Swedenborg’s  lowest 
heaven,  and  his  highest  hell,  (for  he  has  three  hells  as  well  as  hea¬ 
vens)  are  not  far  asunder.  And  this  conclusion  he  does  not  hesitate  to 
avow.  The  orb  on  which  both  the  good  and  the  bad  spirits  dwell,  he  rep¬ 
resents  as  one,  being  divided  into  six  expanses,  one  below  another.  1  In  the 
highest  expanse  dwell  the  angels  of  the  third  heaven  ;  and  beneath  them 
the  angels  of  the  second  heaven  ;  and  beneath  these  the  angels  of  the  first 
heaven.  Below  these  dwell  the  spirits  of  the  first  hell ;  and  beneath  them 
the  spirits  of  the  second  hell ;  and  beneath  these  the  spirits  of  the  third  ; 
all  things  being  so  arranged,  that  the  evil  affections,  which  are  spirits  of  hell, 
are  held  in  bonds  by  the  good  affections,  which  are  angels  of  heaven.” 
(Ath.  Creed,  §  34.)  It  would  appear  from  this  statement,  and  from  other 
representations  on  the  subject,  that  Swedenborg’s  lowest  heaven  and  his 
highest  hell  are  not  more  different  and  distant  from  each  other,  than  are  his 
several  heavens  and  hells  among  themselves.” 

The  passage  above  quoted  by  Dr.  Pond  to  prove  this  “  conclu¬ 
sion,”  has  no  tendency  that  way.  Swedenborg  simply  says,  “  Below 
the  first  heaven  dwell  the  spirits  of  the  first  hell ;”  whence,  says 
Dr.  Pond,  they  must  be  near  together  !  There  cannot  be  a  more 
perfect  untruth.  Between  heaven  and  hell,  and  between  all 
things  of  heaven  and  all  things  of  hell,  there  is  an  absolute  antag¬ 
onism  —  an  impassable  gulf.  And  after  making  all  possible 
allowance  for  the  prejudices  of  Dr.  Pond,  we  cannot  understand 
how  he  can  be  otherwise  than  certain ,  that  Swedenborg  so  teaches. 

There  is  one  error  on  page  208  of  so  extraordinary  a  character, 
that  we  know  not  how  to  deal  with  it.  It  is  almost  equally  dif¬ 
ficult  to  regard  it  as  accidental  or  as  intentional.  Perhaps  it  was 
a  mistake  in  transcribing  for  the  press  ;  but  if  so,  it  was  a  very 
strange  mistake.  The  passage  quoted  by  Dr.  Pond  from  Con- 
jugial  Love,  should  read  as  follows — “much  more  blessed  be¬ 
cause  angelic  perception  and  sensation  are  much  more  exquisite, 
than  human  perception  and  sensation.” 

There  are  some  other  “  objections  ”  to  the  New  Church, 
which  cannot  be  passed  over.  One  of  them  is  that  which  refers 
to  the  canon  of  Scripture.  It  is  often  made,  and  often  has  much 
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power.  It  is  said  Swedenborg’s  Bible  is  not  the  Christian  Bible  ; 
that  he  omits,  from  the  Old  Testament,  Ruth,  the  first  and  second 
books  of  Chronicles,  Ezra,  Nehemiah,  Esther,  Job,  Proverbs, 
Ecclesiastes,  and  the  Song  of  Solomon  ;  and  the  Acts  and  the 
Epistles,  from  the  New  Testament.  Now,  true  it  is,  that 
Swedenborg  asserts  that  these  books  were  not  written  by  ple¬ 
nary  inspiration,  and  do  not  contain  a  connected  and  con¬ 
sistent  spiritual  sense  ;  while  the  other  books  were  so  written, 
and  do  contain  throughout  that  sense.  This  is  one  of  those  ob¬ 
jections  which  we  would  deal  with  very  tenderly  ;  we  have  great 
respect  for  it.  Not  a  word  would  we  utter,  which  could  lessen 
any  one’s  love  and  reverence  for  the  Word  of  God  ;  believing, 
as  we  do,  that  that  Word  was  God  and  is  God,  and  that  it  is  the 
holiest  thing  in  the  heavens  and  upon  the  earth,  how  can  we 
treat  lightly  what  has  any  aspect  of  defending  it  ?  But,  in  pro¬ 
portion  to  the  holiness  of  the  subject,  is  the  importance  of  the 
question,  what  is  the  Bible  ?  There  are  many  aspects  of  this 
question  which  we  should  be  glad  to  consider ;  but  we  must  con¬ 
fine  ourselves  to  one,  that  of  its  history.  Now,  the  canon  of  the 
Old  Testament  was  settled  by  Ezra,  (if  we  may  believe  Jewish 
tradition,)  with  the  exception  of  the  books  of  Ezra,  of  Malachi, 
and  of  Nehemiah,  which,  with  perhaps  first  and  second  Chroni¬ 
cles  and  Esther,  were  added  afterwards  by  Simon  the  Just.  This 
canon  was  very  similar  to  that  usually  adopted,  but  the  grounds, 
upon  which  Ezra  and  Simon  made  the  selections,  are  wholly  un¬ 
known.  The  early  Christian  Fathers  adopted  the  Jewish  Bible, 
generally,  but  without  exact  or  authoritative  uniformity.  And, 
gradually,  the  canon  of  the  New  Testament  grew  up.  There 
was,  occasionally,  an  effort  to  settle  these  questions  ;  to  determine 
what  were  authentic  works  and  inspired  works,  and  what  were 
not ;  but  as  there  was  no  common  and  definite  standard,  the 
effort  was  always  in  vain.  At  length,  in  1546,  the  Council  of 
Trent,  which  settled  so  many  disputed  questions,  took  up  this, 
also,  at  its  fourth  session.  Besides  the  works  which  they  admitted, 
there  were  others  which  bad  bad  claims  and  defenders  ;  and  among 
them  may  be  mentioned  the  third  and  fourth  books  of  Esdras, 
the  third  and  fourth  of  Maccabees,  the  Prayer  of  Manasseh,  the 
Testament  of  the  Twelve  Patriarchs,  the  Psalms  of  Solomon, 
and  some  others  of  like  kind.  Of  the  New  Testament,  there 
were  the  Epistle  of  Barnabas,  the  Epistle  of  Paul  to  the  Laodi- 
ceans,  a  book  attributed  to  Hermes  called  The  Shepherd,  the 
Epistles  of  Paul  to  Seneca,  some  spurious  Gospels,  Acts  of  the 
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Apostles,  and  Revelations.  All  of  these  were  finally  rejected, 
and  have  since  been  called  by  the  Romanists,  Apocryphal.  How, 
that  is,  upon  what  grounds,  the  council  made  some  of  these  deci¬ 
sions,  is  not  certainly  known.  But  the  common  story,  —  that  they 
placed  the  books,  or  papers  with  the  names  of  the  books  written 
thereon,  upon  a  table  by  an  open  window,  and  rejected  those 
which  the  wind  blew  off,  thus  submitting,  as  they  supposed  and 
intended,  a  question  which  they  could  not  solve  to  the  judg¬ 
ment  of  God,  —  though  undoubtedly  false,  may  yet,  in  connection 
with  some  better  established  facts,  help  to  show  us  that  these 
decisions  were  not  based  upon  any  certain  principles.  Still,  the 
Bible  thus  constructed  is  held  to  this  day,  by  the  great  majority 
of  Christians. 

But  however  this  canon  was  formed,  it  was  not  at  all  satisfac¬ 
tory  to  the  Protestants  ;  and  as  these,  in  theory  at  least,  rejected 
that  tradition,  which  was  of  itself  authority  enough  for  Rome, 
there  was  some  difficulty.  At  length,  however,  the  leaders 
among  them  concluded  to  reject,  from  the  Old  Testament,  the 
book  of  Wisdom,  Ecclesiasticus,  Baruch,  and  the  first  and  second 
of  Maccabees,  a  part  of  Esther,  Tobit,  Judith,  and  a  part  of  Daniel  ; 
and  this  rejection  was  made,  partly  if  not  mainly,  on  the  ground, 
that  the  books  were  found  only  in  Latin,  or  Greek,  while  the  rest 
were  found  in  Hebrew.  These  books  form  the  Protestant  Apo¬ 
crypha.  About  this  there  was  not  much  controversy.  But,  as 
to  the  New  Testament,  there  was  more.  As  to  some  of  the 
Epistles  and  the  Apocalypse,  there  had  always  been  doubts.  As 
early  as  about  A.  D.  325,  Eusebius  spoke  of  the  second  of  Peter, 
second  and  third  of  John,  Jude,  and  James,  as  universally  re¬ 
ceived,  and  of  the  rest  as  doubtful.  In  regard  to  the  Apocalypse, 
however,  there  was  the  greatest  difficulty.  Luther  himself  de¬ 
cidedly  rejected  this  book  ;  and  many  eminent  divines  agreed  with 
him.  But  others,  and  Beza  perhaps  the  most,  defended  the 
claims  of  this  book,  and  prevailed  ;  and  thus  the  Protestants 
adopted  the  same  canon  of  the  New  Testament,  as  that  fixed  by 
the  Catholic  Council  of  Trent. 

Now  all  of  these  statements  are  to  be  found  in  many  books, 
some  of  which  must  be  in  every  tolerably  good  library ; 
and  a  Professor  in  a  respectable  institution,  like  the  Theological 
Seminary  at  Bangor,  must  know  it.  We  ask  him,  then,  to  tell 
us  what  authoritative  standard,  of  any  kind,  he  has  for  his  present 
canon  ?  Is  it  the  Catholic  Council  of  Trent,  or  the  dim  and 
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fluctuating  tradition,  by  which  that  Council  was  mainly  gov¬ 
erned  ?  We  do  him  the  justice  to  suppose  that  he  rejects  both. 
What,  then,  has  he  left  ?  On  what  does  the  canon  of  Scripture 
rest,  excepting  the  opinion  of  a  number  of  learned  men,  opposed 
by  the  great  majority  of  the  Christian  church,  reached  after 
much  discussion,  not  to  say  some  angry  controversy,  and 
resisted  by  many  who  are  recognized  by  the  whole  Protestant 
Church,  as  eminently  wise  and  good.  And  is  this  canon  so 
fenced  about  with  sanctity,  as  to  justify  the  outcry  of  impiety 
which  assails  us  ?  Is  this  canon  itself  given  by  inspiration  ? 
Are  we  the  first,  who  have  doubted  or  denied  its  accuracy  ? 
Does  not  Dr.  Pond  know,  that  precisely  these  questions  have 
always  existed  in  the  Christian  Church,  and  have  often  divided 
its  branches  ?  The  impossibility  of  settling  these  questions,  as 
much,  perhaps,  as  any  other  one  point,  broke  off  the  negotiations 
between  Leibnitz,  Molinus,  and  Bossuet  ;  from  which  all  parties, 
at  one  time,  hoped  to  reunite  the  scattered  members  of  the  church. 
The  simple  and  unquestionable  facts  are,  that  any  one  may  take 
his  Bible  to  be  that  book  which  is  so  called,  and  ask  no  more  ;  but 
it  is  composed  of  many  books,  and  if  he  goes  a  single  step  in  the 
inquiry,  why  are  just  these  books  received ,  and  all  others  rejected  ? 
he  will  find  himself  at  once  surrounded  by  darkness.  No  man,  no 
book,  no  fact,  no  theory,  can  give  any  answer  which  shall  go 
beyond  a  probable  conjecture.  Where,  then,  is  the  justice, 
where  the  decency,  of  the  outcry  that  assails  us  ?  When  it  is 
made  by  the  wholly  uneducated,  we  pass  it  by  in  silence  ;  but 
when  it  comes  from  the  Seminary  at  Bangor,  we  cannot  but  wish 
that  they  would  not  pursue  their  controversy  in  utter  contempt  of 
justice.  Is  it  not  one  among  the  inestimable  blessings  which  the 
Lord  is  now  giving  to  mankind,  through  His  New  Church,  that  this 
great  question  is  now  settled  and  determined  by  a  fixed  and  definite 
standard  ?  It  is  not  the  arbitrary  dictum  of  Swedenborg  which 
decides  this  for  future  ages,  but  the  unerring  test  of  the  science 
of  correspondence.  And  this,  too,  in  despite  of  the  sneering  of 
Dr.  Pond.  He  says  : 

“  And  if  ‘  Egypt  signifies  what  is  science,  and  Assyria  what  is  rational, 
and  Edom  what  is  natural,  and  the  Philistines  faith  without  charity,’  in  the 
books  of  Kings,  why  should  they  not  signify  the  same  in  the  books  of  Chro¬ 
nicles'?  And  why  must  the  Chronicles  be  set  aside,  as  not  admitting  of  the 
mystical  interpretation,  while  the  kindred  books  of  Samuel  and  the  Kings 
are  retained  ?  ” 
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A  remark  which,  if  true,  would  let  into  the  canon  Pilgrim’s 
Progress  or  any  other  work  ;  but  also  a  remark  which  could  not 
be  made  by  any  reader  of  Swedenborg  who  has  not  escaped,  as 
thoroughly  as  Dr.  Pond  has  done,  from  forming  one  just  idea 
of  the  laws,  operations,  and  effects,  of  the  science  of  corres¬ 
pondence. 

We  come,  now,  to  the  last  “objection  ”  which  we  shall  no¬ 
tice.  It  is  that  based  upon  Swedenborg’s  statements  respecting 
fornication.  Doubtless  it  is  easy  to  select  passages,  and  detach 
them  from  their  context,  and  so  exhibit  them  as  to  give  the  im¬ 
pression,  that  he  treats  that  sin  with  extreme  leniency.  But 
why  does  not  Dr.  Pond  state,  —  what  we  should  think  he  cannot 
but  know,  —  that  he  is  then  speaking  of  evils,  and  of  the 
choice  of  evils,  by  them  who  will  not  choose  good  ?  For  it  is  not 
easy,  it  is  very  difficult,  it  is  impossible,  for  even  such  a  reader  as  Dr. 
Pond  to  avoid  the  conclusion,  that  Swedenborg’s  works,  more  than 
those  of  any  other  mortal  man,  assert  the  value,  magnify  the  worth, 
enthrone  the  majesty,  of  Chastity.  Upon  it  the  very  heavens 
rest.  His  whole  system  of  philosophy  and  of  religion  is  an  exhi¬ 
bition  of  the  great  principle,  that  the  conjugial  relation,  which, 
as  between  the  sexes,  causes  the  succession  of  human  generations, 
is,  in  its  higher  forms,  the  union  of  the  Lord  and  the  Church,  and, 
in  its  lower  forms,  the  cause  of  all  production,  even  in  the  min¬ 
eral  world  ;  and  is  everywhere,  in  heaven  and  on  earth,  the  po¬ 
tent  instrument  of  God  for  good.  But  upon  all  this,  Dr.  Pond  is 
jocose  and  funny  !  He  says  Swedenborg  was  desperately  in  love 
and  wofully  disappointed,  and  could  not  forget  it  ;  and,  therefore, 
dwelt  so  much  upon  marriage  and  the  conjugial  relation,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  heaven  and  holy  things.  When  Dr.  Pond  was  indulg¬ 
ing  in  this  feeble  jesting,  did  he  remember  such  texts  as  these  ? 

“  Come  hither,  I  will  show  thee  the  bride,  the  Lamb’s  wife,”  Rev. 
xxi.  9. 

“  And  I  John  saw  the  holy  city,  new  Jerusalem,  coming  down  from  God 
out  of  heaven,  prepared  as  a  bride  adorned  for  her  husband,”  Rev.  xxi.  2. 

“  Let  us  be  glad  and  rejoice,  and  give  honor  to  him  :  for  the  marriage  of 
the  Lamb  is  come,  and  his  wife  hath  made  herself  ready,”  Rev.  xix.  7. 

.  “  For  thy  Maker  is  thine  husband  ;  the  Lord  of  Hosts  is  his  name  ;  and 
thy  Redeemer  the  Holy  One  of  Israel ;  the  God  of  the  whole  earth  shall  he 
be  called,”  Isaiah  liv.  5. 

“  Not  according  to  the  covenant  that  I  made  with  their  fathers,  in  the  day 
that  I  took  them  by  the  hand  to  bring  them  out  of  the  land  of  Egypt ; 
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love  may  be  guided  and  aided  by  wisdom,  and  wisdom  animated 
with  the  life  of  love.  Those  two  persons,  who  are  such  in  soul 
and  inmost  character  that  they  may  best  perform  this  work  for 
each  other,  are  two  whom  it  is  the  effort  of  Providence  to  bring 
together,  to  make  one,  and  to  make  forever  more  perfectly  one, 
as  they  are  forever  more  and  more  able  to  do  this  work  of  bles¬ 
sing  for  and  in  each  other  ;  and  to  this  spiritual  marriage  mere 
bodily  union  is,  with  the  good,  and  in  proportion  to  their  goodness, 
wholly  subordinate  and  subservient.  The  life  of  angels  may  be 
defined  as  the  life  of  love,  forever  striving  to  become  more  pure, 
that  it  may  be  always  more  perfectly  united  with  genuine  wis¬ 
dom.  Whatsoever  of  impurity  there  is  on  earth,  whether  it  be  of 
thought,  or  feeling,  or  word,  or  act,  whatever  be  its  form  or  its 
measure,  or  its  apparent  cause,  it  is  from  hell,  where  there  is 
nothing  but  impurity.  For  in  the  hells  everything  is  completely 
perverted  and  changed  into  its  opposite,  and  the  infernal  marriage 
between  evil  and  falsity  consummated. 

Such,  then,  is  a  faint  outline  of  this  great  doctrine  of  Emanuel 
Swedenborg.  And,  like  all  great  truths,  it  is  regarded,  and  will 
ever  be  regarded,  by  different  men  in  different  ways  ;  because  all 
have  their  own  point  of  view.  Of  Dr.  Pond  we  would  say 
nothing  unjust  ;  of  him,  personally,  we  would  say  nothing ,  for 
we  know  nothing.  But  of  the  state  of  mind  which  seems 
to  characterize  many  parts  of  his  book,  what  else  can  we 
say,  than  that  if  one  in  such  a  state  were  persuaded  of  the 
truth  of  these  doctrines,  no  argument,  no  proof,  no  sign,  no 
miracle  wrought  before  his  eyes,  could  enable  him  to  enter¬ 
tain  an  idea  of  the  perpetuity  of  the  difference  and  the  re¬ 
lations  between  the  sexes,  without  clothing  that  idea  with 
thoughts  and  feelings  which  would  bring  to  it  poison  and  pollu¬ 
tion  ?  Not  a  word,  then,  have  we  written,  to  abate  a  jot  of  the 
hatred  against  this  truth  of  any  such  ;  for  we  believe  it  is  a 
salutary  hatred.  Again  we  say,  we  speak  of  Dr.  Pond  not  as 
an  individual,  —  not  as  he  may  really  be,  —  but  as  he  exhibits 
himself  in  this  his  work  ;  and  herein  as  one  like  many  others,  and 
as  the  representative  of  a  large  class.  And  what  we  say  we  would 
be  understood  as  saying  of  them,  who  resemble  that  which  he 
permits  himself  to  appear  in  this  his  work.  As  they  now 
think,  so  will  they  continue  to  think,  and  it  is  well  they  should. 

But  not  so  are  all  men.  There  are  those,  —  we  trust  both  with¬ 
in  and  without  the  apparent  limits  of  the  New  Church,  —  who 
know  enough  of  their  defects,  to  strive  with  prayer  and  earnest 
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effort  to  overcome  in  themselves,  and  silence  and  remove  all 
thoughts,  and  feelings,  and  emotions,  which  would  bring  the  sha¬ 
dows  of  night  and  death  over  a  light  that  shines  with  the 
brightness  of  heaven.  And  to  those  who  are  engaged  in  this 
warfare  against  themselves,  there  never  was  nor  is  there  any  hu¬ 
man  aid  so  efficient,  so  constant,  and  so  adequate,  as  that  which 
is  offered  in  the  works  of  Swedenborg. 

Dr.  Pond  finally  sums  up  the  whole  matter,  with  the  deliber¬ 
ate  conclusion,  that  Swedenborg  was  crazy !  It  is  difficult 
to  refrain  from  entering,  at  least,  upon  the  triumphant  an¬ 
swer  to  this  common  allegation,  which  is  afforded  even  by  a 
sketch  of  his  admirable  philosophy  and  psychology.  But  our 
limits  admonish  us,  compel  us,  to  forbear  ;  and  we  yield  to  the 
Compulsion  the  more  readily,  from  the  conviction,  that  it  could  be 
of  no  use  to  Dr.  Pond  and  to  men  like  him.  To  them  who 
are  wilfully  blind,  there  is  no  such  thing  as  light. 

Near  the  beginning  of  these  remarks,  we  said  that  ££  we  think 
he  (Dr.  Pond)  has  made  as  fair  a  book  as  a  man  holding  such 
opinions,  prejudices,  and  purposes,  and  seeking  his  purposes  by 
such  means,  could  write,”  and  expressed  our  opinion,  ££  that  he 
believed  he  had  done  his  duty.”  We  would  explain  this  ;  and 
must  do  so  by  saying  in  all  frankness,  that  the  book  seems  to  us, 
from  beginning  to  end,  an  illustration  of  the  principle,  that  the 
end  justifies  the  means.  And  we  cannot  but  think  that  this  prin¬ 
ciple  flows  from  the  opinions,  or  doctrines,  which  Dr.  Pond  holds  ; 
we  mean  the  doctrine  of  “salvation  by  faith  alone.”  He  believes 
that  we  are  in  a  fatal  error,  and  a  very  contagious  one  ;  and  he 
would  stay  the  plague  by  any  means.  And  so  he  makes  a  book 
which  contains  at  least  one  assertion  which  we  are  absolutely 
compelled  to  regard  as  a  deliberate  untruth,  —  and  it  is  through¬ 
out  a  tissue  of  statements  and  arguments,  colored  and  distorted 
in  every  way,  to  answer  his  purpose.  We  say  this  principle, 
that  “  the  end  justifies  the  means,”  is  proper  to  his  doctrines. 
Let  us  not  be  misunderstood.  No  one  can  say  more  emphatically 
than  Swedenborg,  that  those  who  hold  this  doctrine  as  of  a  faith 
making  one  with  good  works,  and  who  are  led  by  it  to  read  and 
obey  the  Scriptures,  are  good  men  and  are  saved.  But  it  is  be¬ 
cause  they  do  not  hold  to  ££  faith  alone.”  There  are  more  such 
now,  perhaps,  than  in  Swedenborg’s  day  ;  for  many  causes  have 
operated  to  compel  preachers  and  writers  to  depart  from  the  strict 
terms  of  their  doctrines,  to  suppress  the  rigid  dogmas  of  Luther 
and  Calvin,  and  to  cover  up  the  horrors  of  antinomianism.  But, 
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however  preached,  the  doctrine  qf  “  faitli  alone  ”  offers  to  those 
disposed  so  to  receive  it,  inducement  and  opportunity  to  “  climb 
up  to  heaven  by  some  other  way”  than  by  that  of  the  Gospels. 
It  leads  from  good  works.  Originally,  it  declared  itself  openly 
on  those  topics  ;  now  it  does  not.  But  in  its  essence  it  is  what 
it  always  was  and  always  must  be  ;  and  between  it  and  the  doc¬ 
trines  of  the  New  Jerusalem,  there  is  the  same  absolute  antago¬ 
nism  and  distance  which,  as  we  have  already  said,  divides  the 
things  of  hell  from  those  of  heaven. 

We  have  done  with  Dr.  Pond  and  his  labors.  He  has  done  what 
he  could  to  injure  us.  He  has  read  39  octavo  volumes,  20  duode¬ 
cimos,  and  11  eighteenmos,  beside  two  periodicals  and  sundry 
tracts,  and  all  the  mischief  he  could  pick  out  of  this  mass,  and  all  he 
could  hope  to  do  mischief  with,  is  in  this  small  volume  ;  how  se¬ 
lected  and  how  put  together,  we  have  sufficiently  shown.  From  this 
catalogue  however,  we  should  abate  one  volume ;  as  the  work  on 
“  Influx,”  and  that  on  “  The  Intercourse  between  the  Soul  and 
Body,”  are  separately  enumerated  by  Dr.  Pond  among  those  “  sub¬ 
mitted  to  an  attentive  perusal ;”  and  we  regret  that  he  did  not  read 
them  attentively  enough  to  discover  that  they  were  the  same  work ; 
a  fact  which  might  not  appear  if  they  were  “  read  by  their  titles 
only.”  We  have  not  pretended  to  make  a  full  answer  to  his  book  ; 
for  that,  as  we  have  already  said,  would  require  another  book  ; 
but  of  the  very  many  passages  which  we  had  marked,  as  well 
adapted  to  exhibit  the  character  of  his  attack,  we  must  content 
ourselves  with  the  few  which  we  have  noticed.  It  is  not  the 
first  of  such  assaults  that  we  have  endured  without  much  dam¬ 
age,  nor  will  it  be,  by  very  many,  the  closing  one  of  the  series. 
The  time  will  come,  when  the  last  cry  of  the  expiring  dragon 
will  be  heard  ;  but  afar  off,  in  the  dim  and  distant  future,  lies 
the  generation  which  shall  listen  to  the  utterance  of  that  death- 
agony.  T.  p. 


Note.  —  Some  of  our  readers  will  recollect  an  article  “  On 
Swedenborgianism,”  published  in  the  “  Christian  Review,”  if 
we  remember  rightly,  in  1842 ;  an  article  which  made  very 
strong  professions  of  candor,  and  of  having  drawn  its  statements 
from  the  writings  of  the  Church.  As  it  contained  some  gross 
misrepresentations  of  what  Swedenborg  taught,  a  brief  correction 
was  prepared  and  tendered  to  the  journal.  But,  after  consulta¬ 
tion  between  the  editor  of  the  Review  and  the  writer  of  the  arti- 


Remarks  upon  “  Swedenborgianism  Reviewed .”  27 

cleia  the  Review,  the  editor  declined  to  allow  the  correction  to  be 
made,  though  fully  sustained  and  proved  by  Swedenborg’s  own 
words.  An  account  of  this  affair  may  be  found  in  the  Magazine  for 
March,  1844  ;  and  it  is  difficult  to  avoid  the  conclusion,  that  although 
the  statements  might  have  been  originally  made  through  ignor¬ 
ance,  yet  the  refusal  to  correct  them  left  both  the  editor  of  the 
Review  and,  the  writer  of  the  article  in  a  position  but  little,  if  at 
all,  above  that  of  wilful  falsifiers  of  the  truth.  We  understand 
that  it  is  well  known  that  Dr.  Pond  was  the  author  of  that  arti¬ 
cle  ;  and  as  we  had  then  the  fullest  evidence  of  his  want  of  a 
sense  of  common  justice  and  honesty,  we  were  the  less  surprised 
to  perceive,  in  the  work  under  notice,  fresh  exhibitions  of  the 
same  traits  of  character.  ed.  n.  j.  mag. 
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